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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -7, 1 0-22,25-28, and 30 have been examined. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is responsive to Amendment D, filed 8/24/2006. 

3. Claims 1-7,10-22,25-28,30 are pending in this application. Claims 1-7, 10-22,25- 
28, and 3*0 have been amended. This action is Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

.4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,2,7,12,15,22,30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Atkinson ("Atkinson", US 4,931 ,783) in view of Basterfield 

("Basterfleld", "The IBM PalmTop PC1 10"). 

As per independent claim 1 , Atkinson teaches a processor coupled to the display 
(Figure 7) the processor being configured to detect an input corresponding to a menu 
request (Figure 4a, step 102); activate the first menu on the display in response to the 
menu request, the activated first menu displaying a menu bar and one or more menu 
items (Figure 4a step 104), wherein the menu bar corresponds to a portion of the first 
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menu that provides an identifier of the first menu the first menu is both active and 
inactive, and wherein when the first menu is active each of the one or more menu items 
is associated with an action (Column 8 lines 40 - Column 9 lines 9); process navigation 
input to navigate to the menu bar of the active first menu, including navigation input to ' 
cause the menu bar of the active first menu to be selectable (Column 8 lines 40- 
Column 9 lines 9); process selection input for when the menu bar is selectable (Figure 
4a step 127, Column 8 lines 62 - Column 9 lines 9); cancel activation of the first menu 
from the display in response to (i) the menu bar of the first menu being selectable and 
(ii) the selection input for the menu bar being processed (Figure 4a step 127, Column 8 
lines 62 - Column 9 lines 9). Atkinson fails to teach a housing including a buttons and a 
screen. However, Basterfield teaches a portable computing device comprising: a 
housing (see illustrations page 1 ) including a first panel comprising one or more user- 
interactive features which are each actuatable to cause an input to be entered (tiny 
keyboard), and; a display accessible on a second panel of the housing (LCD). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
handheld computer of Basterfield with the windows interface of Microsoft. Motivation to 
do so would have been a computer that utilizes a windows environment, which fits into a 
jacket pocket, to take anywhere. 

As per claim 2, which is a dependent on claim 1 , Atkinson-Basterfield teaches 
the processor is configured to process navigation input to navigate vertically to the 
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menu bar from one of the one or more menu items in the active first menu (mouse 
navigation vertically; equivalent to Column 8 lines 62-67). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor is configured to process navigation input to navigate from one of 
the one or more menu items of the first menu to the menu bar in order to make the 
menu bar selectable (Atkinson, Column 8 lines 62 - Column 9 lines 9). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1 , Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches wherein actuation of the one or more user-interactive features causes discrete 
inputs to be processed by the processor, wherein the processor is configured to process 
navigation input corresponding to actuation of one or more of the plurality of user- 
interactive features to navigate to the menu bar vertically from one of the menu items in 
the first menu in response to receiving a series of one or more discrete input from 
operation of the one or more user-interactive features (Atkinson, Column 8 lines 62 - 
Column 9 lines 9). 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor navigates to the menu bar by highlighting the menu bar 
(Microsoft, Page 87; Atkinson, Column 8 lines 62 - Column 9 lines 9). 
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Claim 22 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 30, which is dependent on claim 22, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor is configured to display a menu bar with each of the one or more 
sets of menu items in response to receiving the menu request, and wherein the 
processor is configured to cancel activation of the one or more sets of menu items in 
response to selection input for canceling the one or more active sets of menu items 
(Atkinson, Column 8 lines 40- Column 9 lines 9). 



6. Claims 3-6,10-1 1 ,13-14,16-20,25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Atkinson ("Atkinson", US 4, 931, 783) in view of Basterfield 
("Basterfield", The IBM PalmTop PC1 10") in view of Microsoft ("Microsoft", "The 
Windows Interface An Application Design Guide"). 

As per claim 3, which is a dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield fails to 
distinctly point out processing lateral navigation to cancel the first menu. However, 
Microsoft teaches the processor is configured to execute an application that makes only 
the first menu available while a corresponding page of the application is being displayed 
on the display, and to process a lateral navigation input while the first menu is active in 
order to cancel the first menu from being active (Microsoft, Page 87; RIGHT ARROW 
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Figures 3-4). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Microsoft with the device of Atkinson-Basterfield. 
Motivation to do so would have been to provide a way to quickly navigate between 
successive menus. 

As per claim 4, which is a dependent on claim 1 , Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor is configured to process navigation input to navigate laterally 
from the first menu in order to make the second menu active instead of the first menu, 
and wherein the processor is configured to automatically make a menu bar of the 
second menu selectable in response to the second menu being activated by the lateral 
navigation input (Microsoft, Page 87; RIGHT ARROW Figures 3-4). 

As per claim 5, which is a dependent on claim 4, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor is configured to process navigation input to cause the menu bar 
of the second menu item to be selected immediately upon the second menu being 
made active in response to the lateral navigation input, and wherein the processor is 
configured to cancel activation of the second menu from the display in response to the 
second menu being selected by the selection input (Microsoft, Page 87; RIGHT 
ARROW Figures 3-4). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor is configured to process the navigation input to make the menu 
bar highlighted for selection by the selection input (Microsoft, Page 87; RIGHT ARROW 
Figures 3-4;). 



Application/Control Number: 10/040,584 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2174 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the processor is configured to process navigation input from actuation of one or 
more of the user-interactive features, the navigation input being processed by the 
processor to navigate to and make the menu bar selectable, wherein the processor is 
configured to navigate laterally from the first menu to a second menu in response to the 
actuation of the one or more user-interactive features corresponding to a lateral 
navigation input, and to make the menu bar of the active second menu bar selectable 
upon navigating to the second menu (Microsoft, Page 87; RIGHT ARROW Figures 3-4). 

As per claim 11, which is dependent on claim 10, Atkinson-Basterfield-Mlcrosoft 
teaches the processor is configured to process selection input when the menu bar of the 
second menu is made selectable in order to select that menu bar and cause 
cancellation of the second menu being active (Atkinson, Column 8 lines 62 - Column 9 
lines 9). 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the series of discrete inputs correspond to a series of button presses 
(Microsoft, Page 87;). 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 12, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the series of discrete inputs correspond to a series of button pressed from a 
multi-directional button mechanism (Microsoft, Page 87; keyboard and mouse buttons). 
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As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the one or more user-interactive features being actuatable to cause navigation 
input to be processed by the processor, wherein a direction in which the processor 
navigates the menu bar is determined by a user selectively actuating the one or more 
user-interactive features (Microsoft, Page 87, Atkinson, Column 8 lines 62 - Column 9 
lines 9). 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches processor is configured to perform an action in response to one of the menu 
items of the first menu being selected (Atkinson, Figure 4a step 105). 

As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches wherein the one or more user-interactive features being actuatable to cause 
navigation input to be processed by the processor, and wherein the one or more user- 
interactive features including a multi-directional mechanical feature (Microsoft, Page 87; 
keyboard). 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 18, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the multi- directional mechanical feature is selected from a group of user- 
interactive features consisting of a joy stick, a joy pad, and a set of scroll buttons 
(Microsoft, Page 87, UPARROW, DOWN ARROW). 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 1 , Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the on or more user-interactive features include a set of application buttons 
(Microsoft, Page 87; keyboard shortcuts). 
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As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 22, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the application associated with each actuatable mechanism is different for each 
actuatable mechanism (Microsoft, Page 87). 

As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 22, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches the actuatable mechanisms are buttons (Microsoft, Page 87). 

As per claim 27, which is dependent on claim 22, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches actuatable mechanisms in the set of actuatable mechanisms are each assigned 
an individual menu function corresponding to navigating menu items in one of either a 
lateral direction or a vertical direction (Microsoft, Page 87; RIGHT ARROW, Figure 3-4). 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 22, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
teaches at least one of the actuatable mechanisms in the set of actuatable mechanisms 
is assigned a menu function for selecting a selectable menu item (Microsoft, Page 87, 
ENTER, Atkinson, Figure 4a step 105). 

7. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Atkinson 
("Atkinson", US 4,931,783) in view of Basterfield ("Basterfield", "The IBM PalmTop 
PC1 1 0") in view of Microsoft ("Microsoft", "The Windows Interface An Application 
Design Guide") in view of Kano ("Kano", US 2002/0036623). 

As per claim 21, which is dependent on claim 1, Atkinson-Basterfield-Microsoft 
fails to teach a visual feature, which is navigational through contact with the screen. 
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However, Kano teaches a method wherein the one or more user-interactive features 
being actuatable to cause navigation input to be processed by the processor, and 
wherein the one or more user-interactive features include visual features that appear on 
the display and which are selectable through contact with the display (Figure 
1 3).Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the touch screen navigation of Kano with the system of Atkinson-Basterfield- 
Microsoft. Motivation to do would have been to provide a convenient way to process 
information by not having to switch between input means. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7,10-22,25-28,30 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F. Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Mondays through 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro 
Art Unit 2174 
Patent Examiner 

RFP 




